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apply ?—He would ask the district magistrate.
89~ I eather from what you say that your point         107- And to whom does the district magistrate has  nothing to  do  with whether it is  an  Indian     apply ?—He would apply to the officer commanding
transfer of Law and Order so as to make it one of the subjects of which a minister responsible to the legislature would be in charge.—I think it would be a very dangerous experiment, and would certainly, iu my opinion, be detrimental both to efficiency and discipline.
 86.	You see, the most cautious way is not in all
circumstances  the  wisest  one.    It depends.    I  do
not want you to give your answer merely because
you are attached to the present way of doing it.
What is the danger which you, with your knowledge
of the. police force, think is the one to be considered
by the Conference ?—In connection with transfer ?
 87.	Yes.—I think that if the police were placed in
the hands of a minister who owed his position to
an electorate, he would certainly be under the influ
ence of his supporters, and possibly would not be
in a position to take an unbiased  view of matters.
That is my considered opinion.
88.	Of course, you realise that in several parts of
India the department of Law and Order is adminis
tered, and I believe very well administered, in the
hands of an Indian Member of an Executive Council ?
—Yes.
Member of Council or whether it is a British Member of Council. Your point has to do with the influence which is likely, you think, to be exerted by popular representation ?—That is so.
 90.	How does it stand at present as regards your
superior police officials in Sind ?    Have you got in
your   organisation   some   officers   who   are   Indian
officers ?—We have at present two Indian officers.
 91.	When  you -say that,  do you  mean district
superintendents ?—We    have    one   district   super
intendent of police and one assistant superintendent
of police.
 92.	My third question is this.    Never mind about
the other arguments, which do not touch you, but
so far as regards your own department, the police
department of Sind, would i* make any material
difference, as far as you can see, whether Sind was
more completely separated from Bombay and per
haps  made  a separate  province ?—From  a police
point of view I can see no advantage to be obtained
from the separation.	.	.

 93	But is there,  as  far as the police point of
view is concerned, any disadvantage ?—There would
be a disadvantage from separation.
 94	Why ?—Well, the only disadvantage that I
can see would be that we should have a very small
cadre.    We should only have fourteen officers with
one sut>erior appointment to look forward to.
 95	Y^u  caS it small.   There  are  two  in each
district ?—I   meant,  one   appointment   to X>?puty
Inspector-General,    ten    appointments   to   durtnct
superintendent of police, and three assistant super-
 district the district superintendent of police,would apply for troops through the district magistrate. In case of very sudden emergency he •would possibly be justified in calling them in if there was no high magistrate present.
 102.	Then it would be your duty to see that they
were  supplied  and organised :   is that where  you
come in ?—It would be the duty of the police to
report when the matter is out of hand, if the situation
is out of hand.
 103.	But   you   said   the   district   superintendent
would apply direct to the district magistrate ?—He
would ask for troops through the district magistrate.
 104.	He would not have to come to you ;   that is
what I want to get at ?—No.

 105.	Lord    Strathcona:     Following    up    Colonel
Lane-Fox's question, if you have trouble in Karachi
do you apply yourself ?    If you apply for troops, to
whom  do  you  apply ?—Are  you  referring  to   the
executive officer ?    I am not an executive officer *
I am an administrative officer for Sind.
 106.	Take the executive officer in Karachi.    If he
wants the assistance of troops, to whom does he
the station.
108. The Chairman: Of course, you are not an executive officer in the same sense as, for instance, the district magistrate or the district superintendent of police is ?—That is so.
109- If trouble arises in his area it is he who has got to see what is to be done ?—That is so.
110.	Rao Sakeb Patil:   You have said -ttiat tne
subject of Law and Order should not be a trans
ferred subject.     Supposing it is made so, .will you
kindly suggest any safeguards in the interests of the
State ?	I am not in a position to give an opinion
off-hand on that point.
111.	Supposing   Law   and   Order   is   a   reserved
subject and it is hi charge of the executive council,
then you have no objection if the Executive Councillor
happens to be an Indian ?—The Executive Councillor
beine a permanent government official, do you mean ?
112.	Yes.—I would have no objection in that case.
n°il3- Then if the Minister is given the power of managing this subject of Law and Order, and if he happens to be an impartial man, why should there be any objection to transferring that subject to popular control ?—My point is this, that I would Sot object to Law and Order being transferred to an Indian who holds a government appointment as a Councillor, but I think that a Minister who is elected and depends for his position as a Minister on Ms constituency, would be bound to be influenced bv his supporters in some way.
114. Topush the argument to its logical conclu--    would  come  to this,   that  this   subject.
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